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RIO GRANDE COUNTY,

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS,
Denver, CO, December 28, 1994.

Hon. HANK BROWN,
U.S. Senator,
Washington, DC.

DEAR SENATOR BROWN: Thank you for re-
questing our input concerning unfunded
mandates. It seems each passing day there
are more and we do appreciate your efforts
to correct this problem.

The first to mind and most costly to Rio
Grande County has been Subtitle D of the
EPA regulations concerning the construc-
tion and operation of landfills. Rio Grande
County and Alamosa County have formed a
Regional Landfill Authority for the con-
struction and operation of a new landfill due
to these regulations. Our present landfills do
not meet these requirements. This one regu-
lation will cost us over $1.7 million in con-
struction. This figure would be considerably
higher, but we have done as much as possible
with county staff and equipment.

The second unfunded mandate that the
County has been faced with is the Water
Quality Act and Air Quality Act. We have
been mandated to replace all fuel tanks
which cost thousands of dollars. We also are
having to obtain Storm Water Permit for our
small airport and we believe shortly these
Permits will also be required for our County
shop facilities. This costs us in staff time to
just keep up the quarterly, semi-annual and
annual reports, and the updating of the pol-
icy.

The third unfunded mandate that we have
had to comply with is the Department of
Transportation’s regulations concerning
CDL’s and now the new drug and alcohol
testing. The County’s Road and Bridge em-
ployees must obtain a CDL to operate our
trucks which means the County is now pay-
ing the physical examines and paying for the
CDL tests which run over $100 per test.
Starting the 1995, we now have to do drug
tests on 25% of all CDL’s with hazardous rat-
ings and then in 1996 all CDL’s will need drug
testing. Also in 1996 we will have to do test-
ing for alcohol on 50% of our drivers. There
are only several labs in the United States
that are certified to do the testing of the
samples. We are looking at around $42/drug
test and presently do not have the fees for
the alcohol test. The regulations also man-
date comprehensive policies concerning the
testing and the actions by the employer if a
positive result is found. If a positive test for
an employee is found, disciplinary action
must be in compliance with the American’s
Disability Act (ADA). Under ADA, alcohol-
ism is a protected disability. Drug use is not.

ADA and American Family Leave also are
unfunded mandates that have impacted Rio
Grande County. Just the staff time alone to
get the policies written and adopted and edu-
cate all the employees has been very time
consuming. Every employer has employees
that will try to use these new ‘‘rights’’ other
than the basic intent of the legislation.

Other unfunded mandates that are difficult
to place an exact price tag on, are all the
programs and regulations for welfare and
medicaid. Many of these regulations are
passed to the state and then to local govern-
ments without the local officials really
knowing who is responsible for the drafting
of the regulations. Eligibility for most of
these programs is being lowered every day
which results in more clients and more
match by local funds.

Even though you requested information on
unfunded mandates, we would also like to
take this opportunity to express several
other areas of concern we have, namely such
regulations as the Endangered Species Act
and the Wetlands Act. These two Acts are
having major economic impacts on Rio
Grande County. We basically have no timber

sales in our National Forests due to the En-
dangered Species Act and environmentalists
who are ‘‘protecting’’ us from ourselves.
Having 75% of Rio Grande County owned by
the Federal government and most being the
National Forest Service, the timber industry
is a major employer. Presently, the one lum-
ber mill in Rio Grande County is obtaining
their timber from New Mexico and northern
Colorado. They cannot continue to do this
and stay financially competitive. Agri-
culture and general development is being im-
pacted by the Wetlands Act and many people
are fearful to do any type of land improve-
ment because of stories over zealous regu-
lators who carry this Act to extremes.

We also want to urge your assistance in ob-
taining the balanced budget. We feel strong-
ly that this legislation must be passed to
save the nation. We urge your assistance in
getting this legislation carried, but we want
to see it as a Constitutional Amendment, not
just an Act. This will make it very difficult
in the future for other politicians to erode or
repeal.

In closing, we are sad to hear of your re-
tirement, but do thank you for the wonderful
job you have done in representing Rio
Grande County!

Sincerely,
VERN ROMINGER,

Chairman of the Board.

MT. PRINCETON MOBILE HOME
AND RECREATIONAL VEHICLE PARK,

Buena Vista, CO, June 9, 1993.
Hon. HANK BROWN,
U.S. Senate,
Colorado Springs, CO.

DEAR SENATOR HANK BROWN: We do support
Bill S2900—regarding safe drinking water.

We do support safe drinking water, but the
Government is imposing so many water
tests, with a very high cost of testing being
passed on to the water supplier.

In our mountain area of Colorado we have
many small community water systems of
which the Government will be putting out of
business.

The State of Colorado tells us that our
Laboratories here in Colorado are not
equipped to do all of the testing that is re-
quired.

Our wells here in the Arkansas Valley have
passed every test so far imposed with flying
colors.

Our biggest problem is Congress passing
these Bills, requiring so many more water
tests which we have willingly provided in the
past years. Now there is a High Dollar Cost
with the increased testing of our water. A
Quote from our State of Colorado—‘‘Cost
will be as high as $10,000.00, we are told to
budget $1,000.00 per year.’’

I received a letter regarding an Inorganic
Test, the fee will be $1,600.00. They say our
Labs can not handle all the Government Re-
quired tests—We’ll have to send the test to
out of State labs to meet the requirements.

We do not want the E.P.A. to take over, as
all cost for their Job Security will be passed
on to us.

We will be having a Water meeting in
Buena Vista, Colorado on June 14, 1993 at 7:00
p.m. at the American Legion Hall, E. Arkan-
sas and Railroad, Buena Vista, Colorado
81211. You are invited to attend. Your sup-
port would be greatly appreciated.

STATE OF COLORADO,
EXECUTIVE CHAMBERS,

Denver CO, January 4, 1995.
Hon. HANK BROWN,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, DC

DEAR HANK: I am writing to urge you to co-
sponsor S. 1, the Unfunded Mandate Reform
Act of 1995, and to vote for the bill without
weakening amendments.

As I said at the recent Senate Subcommit-
tee hearing on the Balanced Budget Amend-
ment, I believe most unfunded federal man-
dates are too burdensome and costly to the
states and local governments. We have no
room in our budgets for unfunded mandates
which push important state services down
the priority list. It is critical that states be
given real, permanent protection against
new unfunded federal mandates.

It is my understanding that the Senate
Budget Committee and the Senate Govern-
mental Affairs Committee will hear testi-
mony on the bill later this week and will
send it to the Senate floor for final action
next week.

Congress now has a critical opportunity to
redefine the federal-state relationship. I
hope it will take advantage of the new politi-
cal climate in Washington and enact con-
structive unfunded mandate reform legisla-
tion.

Again, I urge your strong support of this
important measure.

Sincerely,
ROY ROMER,

Governor.

f

MORNING BUSINESS

f

AMERICAN TROOPS IN HAITI

Mr. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President,
today one of America’s sons was killed
while serving with the Special Forces
on duty in Port-au-Prince, Haiti. He is
the first American serviceman to die
while on this mission.

Where did this soldier die? Was he en-
gaged in a battle with former support-
ers of General Cedras? No. This soldier
died while he was monitoring toll
booth operations on a road in Haiti. I
will repeat that: The first American
soldier to die in Haiti died while he was
monitoring toll booth operations. He
was shot by a passenger in a car at the
toll booth.

Mr. President, why are American
troops still in Haiti? General Cedras is
gone. Aristede has been in power for
more than a month. And still American
forces remain in Haiti. And what are
they doing? Monitoring toll booths and
cleaning streets.

In this Senator’s view, the return of
our soldiers from Haiti is long-overdue.
Their mission has been accomplished
and they should not be performing
local civil functions. It is a sad day
when any American soldier loses his
life in defending freedom. But Mr.
President, it is totally absurd that this
soldier was killed while performing a
job he was neither trained for nor
should have been doing.

I urge the President to bring the
troops home now.

f

SENATOR KENNEDY’S SPEECH TO
THE NATIONAL PRESS CLUB

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, yester-
day, one of our colleagues made a
speech at the National Press Club that
deserves the attention of all Senators.

Senator KENNEDY spoke of the time-
less values and enduring ideals that
Democrats share with the American
people. He eloquently described the
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successful fights Democrats led in past
years to enact Social Security and
Medicare; the fight for civil rights; the
fight for an equal opportunity for all
America’s children, rich and poor
alike; the great opening of opportunity
through higher education; all the ef-
forts to preserve what’s finest about
our national community.

And he set forth the challenges
Americans face today, and the Demo-
cratic response to those challenges, for
the working middle-class families of
this country.

I addressed the same concerns last
week, on the first day of the 104th Con-
gress, when I introduced five bills that
are directed at the goals of increasing
the economic and personal security of
working families, strengthening of eco-
nomic foundations on which American
prosperity rests, and reforming the
Congress to reduce the influence of
money in politics.

Senator KENNEDY spoke with the spe-
cial passion that only he brings to poli-
tics, a passion that throws into sharp
relief Democratic goals and the prin-
ciples by which Democrats have sought
those goals throughout this century.

I believe his words deserve a wider
audience, so I ask unanimous consent
that following my remarks, the full
text of Senator KENNEDY’s statement
be reproduced in the CONGRESSIONAL
RECORD.

There being no objection, the speech
was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:
ADDRESS OF SENATOR EDWARD M. KENNEDY:

‘‘WHAT DEMOCRATS SHOULD FIGHT FOR—
PRINCIPLES IS THE BEST POLITICS’’
I want to thank Gil Klein for that generous

introduction, and I am grateful to the Press
Club for the opportunity to address you
today.

I come here as a Democrat. I reject such
qualifiers as New Democrat or Old Democrat
or Neo-Democrat. I am committed to the en-
during principles of the Democratic Party,
and I am proud of its great tradition of serv-
ice to the people who are the heart and
strength of this nation—working families
and the middle class.

I would have lost in Massachusetts if I had
done what Democrats who were defeated in
other parts of the country too often tried to
do.

I was behind in mid-September. But I be-
lieve I won because I ran for health reform,
not away from it. I ran for a minimum wage
increase, not against it. I continued to talk
about issues like jobs, aid to education, and
job training. And I attacked Republican pro-
posals to tilt the tax code to the most privi-
leged of our people.

I stood against limiting welfare benefits if
a mother has another child, and I will stand
against any other harsh proposals that aim
at the mother but hit and hurt innocent chil-
dren. I spoke out for gun control, and against
reactionary Republican proposals to abandon
crime prevention as a weapon in the war on
crime. I rejected the Republican double
standard that welcomes government as be-
nign when it subsidizes the affluent, but con-
demns government as the enemy when it
helps the poor.

I ran as a Democrat in belief as well as
name. This turned out to be not only right in
principle—it was also the best politics.

I talked about the issues that mattered to
working families, and about what I had tried

to do to address their needs and concerns. I
take some sense of pride and satisfaction
that exit polling showed 89 percent of Massa-
chusetts voters—by far the highest percent-
age in the country—said they had learned
enough about the candidates and the issues
in the Senate race to make an informed
choice.

Our issues, if we defend them, are popular.
The working families in New Bedford, Fall
River, Lowell, Lawrence, Springfield and
Worcester in my state voted for me, and they
have the same concerns as working families
throughout the country.

The caricatures of us by the other side will
be ineffective—as long as we vigorously op-
pose them and expose them, instead of sheep-
ishly acquiescing in them. If Democrats run
for cover, if we become pale carbon copies of
the opposition and try to act like Repub-
licans, we will lose—and deserve to lose. As
I have said on other occasions, Democrats
must be more than warmed-over Repub-
licans. The last thing this country needs is
two Republican parties.

If we fall for our opponents’ tactics, if we
listen to those who tell us to abandon health
reform, or slash student loans and children’s
programs, or engage in a bidding war to see
who can be the most anti-government or the
most laissez-faire, we will have only our-
selves to blame. As Democrats, we can win,
but only if we stand for something.

The election last November was not a rati-
fication of Republican solutions. By the nar-
rowest of margins, they gained control of
Congress. But less than 40 percent of eligible
voters turned out on election day, and only
slightly more than half of those—about 20
percent—cast ballots for Republicans. Some
mandate!

As the current controversy over the motor
voter law demonstrates, Republicans thrive
by depressing voter turnout. Intensity mat-
ters for Democrats. Turnout will certainly
be higher in 1996—fifty or sixty percent high-
er. We must stand our Democratic ground.
We must fight for the ideals that are the
very reason for our party’s being. We must
prove to working families and average citi-
zens that we are on their side, fighting hard
for them. If we do, then Democrats will turn
out and come home in 1996. The defeat of 1994
will be history, and we will be back, stronger
than ever—not stale from the past, but re-
newed for the future.

But to achieve that victory, we must not
repeat the mistakes of the past. We must
make explicit to the American people our
core values and beliefs which form the basis
of our political philosophy and underlie our
legislative proposals—specifically and most
important, that we as Americans, with all
our diversity, share a common purpose, a
common sense of family, neighborhood, com-
munity and country, of fairness, responsibil-
ity, and decency.

Unfortunately, we have failed in the past
to make these vital and important points as
clearly as we should. We Democrats have al-
ways considered family, community, faith
and love of country to be core values—the
foundation upon which all of our proposals
are based. But we allowed Republicans to
take these values as their own. We assumed
too quickly that our commitment to such
values was self-evident in the proposals we
made and the legislation we passed. We were
wrong, and we paid a price because of it.

So let me set the record straight. Family,
community, love of country, fairness, re-
sponsibility—all of these values underlie the
philosophy of the Democratic Party. And
these are the values that underlie and must
underlie all of our legislative proposals.

This is not to say, however, that I believe
these core values should be used as a super-
ficial rationale for bumper sticker solutions

to the complex problems we face. No, these
core values require us to reject simple, easy
answers which may make us feel good today,
but do absolutely nothing to solve these
problems. Our values oblige us to address
these problems in a thoughtful and produc-
tive way.

We are, without apology, the party that be-
lieves in assisting the poor and the disabled
and the disadvantaged—but not to the det-
riment of the hard-working middle class,
which is justifiably frustrated and angry.
The feel left out and left behind, because
they know they are losing ground. They see
the wealthiest Americans becoming wealthi-
er. They see the poorest Americans being
taken care of by society’s safety net—which
their tax dollars have put in place.

Americans are angry, and rightly so. Rapid
economic change and surging global com-
petition have made many jobs and people
less secure. The vast majority of Americans
are working harder and making less. Yet fair
reward for work has always been essential to
their hope of creating better lives for their
families and their children.

As Democrats, we must address that anger
and frustration. But the answer is not to cre-
ate larger problems by dismantling the safe-
ty net, leaving the poor to fend for them-
selves. Such a result is not only inhumane, it
is wrong and destructive to our country, our
communities, and our values.

Nor is the solution to give more tax breaks
to the wealthiest Americans, in hope that
something will trickle down to the middle
class. This country was founded on equal op-
portunity for all, not unequal opportunity
for some.

Instead, we must be more responsive and
give a greater helping hand to working fami-
lies and the middle class. In this central bat-
tle for their minds and hearts, heritage and
history are on our side. Recall the great vic-
torious battles of the past—for Social Secu-
rity and Medicare, for the minimum wage
and the rights of workers, for civil rights and
equal rights, for protection of the environ-
ment, for a Head Start for every child and
the education of all children regardless of
their parents’ income, for family and medi-
cal leave, for opportunity for women and a
woman’s right to choose. By any standard,
these were extraordinary achievements. And
all of them were won because they were
sought and fought for by members of the
Democratic Party.

Let us not forget that many of these meas-
ures, which the American people now accept
as part of our way of life, were opposed at
the time by the majority of Republicans in
Congress. Democrats bled—and suffered last-
ing battle scars for these victories. But there
are few if any Republicans who would refight
them or repeal them now.

These historic victories strengthened fami-
lies, strengthened communities, and brought
Americans together. They reflect the fun-
damental dedication of the Democratic
Party to a sense of progress that embraces
all Americans. Our achievements remind us
of our roots, inspire us to fight harder now,
and give us a credibility and a vision that
history denies Republicans in fighting for
the future.

Surely, the challenges we face in the 1990’s
are no greater than those we faced in other
years. People want government to be more
responsive to their problems and more effec-
tive in resolving them. I’m talking about
basic things that make a difference in peo-
ple’s lives. A strong growing economy. A
clear commitment to keep the current recov-
ery going, and to keep the deficit heading
down.Good jobs and decent wages where hard
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work pays off in rising standards of living,
not falling farther behind. Safe streets and
neighborhoods. Schools that give students a
good education. Child care and health care
that are accessible and affordable to all. Re-
kindling the sense of community and patri-
otism, of shared values and individual re-
sponsibility, of service to others—to neigh-
borhoods and the nation alike.

These ideals are, have always been, and
must continue to be our Democratic prior-
ities. And we made more progress on them in
the last two years than most voters ever
knew on election day.

But there is no profit in endlessly regret-
ting the denial of credit to President Clinton
and the Democratic Party for a remarkable
record of achievement.

One reason for the lack of credit is that
the President and the Democratic Congress
took on a almost unprecedented array of
tough challenges, and did not win every bat-
tle. Another reason is that we live in a pe-
riod of vast economic and social trans-
formation, in which the politics of fear is
easily marshaled to overrun the politics of
hope.

And another reason, I am convinced, is a
Republican strategy of obstruction, distor-
tion, and massive personal attack on the
President and the First Lady. In the wake of
this election, Democrats need to fight back
for our beliefs, not turn our back on the
Clinton Administration.

Blaming Bill Clinton by some in our party
comes with ill grace from those who aban-
doned him on critical votes in the last Con-
gress, then ran from him in the campaign—
and then lost, often by wide margins. Now
they come forward to advocate a strategy
discredited by their own defeats.

My fundamental recommendation to the
President is that he stay the course of
change and do what he thinks is right. My
advice to my fellow Democrats is that we
work with the President for change—instead
of seeking to change our principles, or dis-
tance ourselves from him.

No one wants a repeat of the Republican
tactic in 1994 that made the ‘‘G’’ in G.O.P.
stand for gridlock. We must try to reach
across party lines—and build bipartisan coa-
litions to do the things the nation needs and
deserves. This is an obligation on both sides,
Republicans as well as Democrats. We must
never forget that it takes two parties to be
bipartisan.

I believe in free enterprise—but I believe in
active government too. A practical way to
blend them both and make government more
effective is through what I have called public
enterprise—using market forces wherever
possible, not asking taxpayers to blindly pay
for programs, but insisting that programs be
genuine investments in a brighter future,
and produce results commensurate with
their cost.

There is no doubt that many programs are
not successful. A federal program is not the
solution to every problem. But there contin-
ues to be an important federal role in solving
the problems of our society by investing in
people and the infrastructure needed for our
country to succeed and our citizens to
thrive. To believe otherwise is hostile to the
basic values of our country and to the his-
toric concept of ‘‘We the People’’ in our Con-
stitution. We must not rob the people of the
resource of government. It is their govern-
ment, and we must make it work for them.

We do need to streamline government and
make it more responsible to average Ameri-
cans. But as President Clinton said last
month, people want government to be lean,
not mean. There is a large difference be-
tween reinventing government and rejecting
it—and an even larger difference between
using government to promote the general

welfare and misusing it to pander to the
powerful and punish the powerless.

If we keep these truths in mind, we can
find real solutions that work for health care,
schools, and jobs, and achieve a rising stand-
ard of living for all. We can deal effectively
with crime, welfare, race, and immigration—
instead of allowing our opponents to keep on
welding grievances, anger, suspicion, and
even outright bigotry into weapons of mass
destruction of their next campaigns.

Democrats can win the current debate on
the budget and on tax relief for the middle
class. Republicans can disguise their inten-
tions all they want. But at the heart of the
Republican plan are deep reductions in Medi-
care and Medicaid, and lavish tax cuts that
favor the wealthy—especially their capital
gains tax cut, the classic Republican tax
break for the rich—trickle down economics
at its worst. That is not what the 1994 elec-
tions were about, and the Republicans and
the voters know it.

We must also resist our opponents’s mind-
less anti-government vendetta against regu-
lation—a rhetoric leading to an across-the-
board assault on government that hides a
multitude of injustices and indifferences.

Republicans wanted to get government out
of the savings and loan industry in the worst
way in 1980s—and they did. Deregulation ran
amuck. The S & L mess became one of the
most serious scandals in our history, costing
taxpayers more than a hundred and fifty bil-
lion dollars.

So my advice to Republicans is to make
sure there is water in the pool before they
leap off their pro-business anti-regulation
diving board. Government is there for a rea-
son—to help people, including the middle
class.

There are mounting needs and frustrations
in this land. But it will only make things
worse, not better, to shred the safety net, or
deregulate health and safety. Nostalgia for a
past that never was is not a policy for the fu-
ture.

Where do we go from here? Let me outline
some key priorities that should be part of
our Democratic agenda for 1995, because they
are part of our strategy to strengthen and in-
vest in the community we call America.

No issue better represents the commitment
of the Democratic Party to strengthen fami-
lies and communities than the drive for com-
prehensive health reform. It is a total
misreading of the election—and a deliberate
misreading of the public will—to include this
issue is no longer important or urgent.

For some in Congress, with their blue chip
coverage under the federal government plan,
health reform may be only a political game,
where points are won or lost. But to the ma-
jority of Americans, it is a continuing wors-
ening problem, where their health, their
children and their family, their financial se-
curity, and often their best lives are at
stake.

The real value of the average working fam-
ily paycheck has been stagnant for many
years, but the share that goes for health has
soared. Excessive inflation in health costs
means less and less of the paycheck is avail-
able for everything else. Millions of working
men and women risk losing the insurance
they have, if they change or lose their job.
And for too many senior citizens and persons
with disabilities, the high cost of prescrip-
tion drugs and long term care has broken the
promise of Social Security and Medicare.

Democrats fought for health reform in the
last Congress, but we did not fight well. We
made serious mistakes that contributed to
our failure. But I am certain that in large
part we were defeated because of the cynical
Republican calculation that successful
health reform would benefit Democrats at
the polls and thwart Republican election

goals. And so they settled on a strategy of
relentless obstruction.

No one can know for sure. But I believe
voters would have rallied to Democrats in
1994 if we had gone down fighting as hard as
we could for health reform. Instead, we en-
gaged in a search for a phantom compromise
that our opponents never intended to
achieve. We allowed the great debate in Con-
gress to end without a vote—with a whimper,
not a bang—and we must not make that mis-
take again.

Now, Republicans have had their election—
and their victory. I ask them—and challenge
them—to join us in fashioning a health bill
and enacting it into law in 1995. Sit down
with us for real. Get serious about coming to
agreement. Bring Harry and Louise if you
like—but let’s expose special interest plead-
ing for what it is. Shape a compromise that
deals realistically with the problem, rather
than treating each offer of compromise as a
pretext for new demands—which is what hap-
pened last year.

It would be nice if the Republican Contract
with America contained even a hint of this
simple pledge—to give every American the
same health care that the newly-elected
signers of the Contract are receiving from
the federal government. We are now making
Congress abide by the same laws we pass for
others. Why not give the American people
the benefit of the same laws that Congress
passes for itself?

A second major challenge, if we are serious
about revitalizing our communities and in-
vesting in families and the nation’s future, is
reform in job education.

Today, we have scores of separate job
training programs costing billions of dollars
a year—and workers are not getting their
money’s worth. President Clinton and the
Democratic Leadership Council are right to
call for vouchers and greater reliance on
market forces, so that workers can cir-
cumvent the bureaucracy and choose the
training they want.

We must also focus more on outcomes. Too
often, the path of least resistance has been
to create more and more training programs—
without the follow-through to see that they
succeed in actually preparing people for jobs
and placing them in jobs. We must reward
those that are successful—and de-fund those
that fall short.

We must do more to redress the widening
gap between soaring profits and stagnant
wages. We must insist that firms provide
training for their workers. I make no apol-
ogy for supporting a mandate in an area like
this. Often, a mandate is the only practical
way to assure that free enterprise is fair as
well as free. Through the minimum wage, we
ask business to invest in the lowest paid
workers, and the time has come to ask busi-
ness to invest in all workers by providing a
minimum level of training.

Companies make choices. Some firms train
their workers well, upgrade their skills, and
offer good benefits. They treat workers as
valuable resources, and still earn good prof-
its. Other companies rely on a harsher strat-
egy that exploits workers. They downsize.
They lay off good workers. They hire part-
time employees to avoid paying benefits.
They cut corners on safety.

Congress should do more, not less, to en-
courage companies to do the right thing and
prevent unfair competition from those that
don’t. Mandates make sense in areas like job
training and health care. We must break the
iron grip of a Gresham’s Law of Business, in
which irresponsible firms drive out firms at-
tempting to be responsible.

A third major challenge to invest in our fu-
ture and strengthen our American commu-
nity relates to education. With college costs
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rising—over $8,000 a year at many public uni-
versities and over $20,000 at many private
colleges—the American dream is too often an
impossible dream for many families.

Let’s hold the line against even one cent of
Republican cuts in college aid. How dare
anyone offer a Contract with America that
professes allegiance to the middle class, but
that would slam college doors in the face of
their children. Basic values are at stake.
Let’s strengthen the Department of Edu-
cation not abolish it. Let’s oppose and defeat
education cuts that would be nothing more
than federal aid for ignorance.

Finally, a top priority for this Congress is
reform of the lobbying and campaign finance
laws. No change will do more to strengthen
our American community and make greater
progress possible on every other issue than
breaking the stranglehold of special interest
groups and restoring government that truly
represents ‘‘We the People.’’

We must end the power of special interest
money and political action committees, and
take elections off the auction block. We
must make lobbyists disclose what they’re
doing in the back rooms to subvert the pub-
lic interest. It is time to end the lavish gifts,
meals, entertainment and expensive trips
paid for by special interests.

A sunshine law for lobbyists will pay a div-
idend to you in the press as well, because it
will enable you to expose what really hap-
pens in the ongoing battles between the spe-
cial interests and the public interest.

These are major items on a Democratic
agenda for recovery in 1995. But in a larger
sense, they are at the heart of a constructive
and needed American agenda to restore the
sense of family and community, of caring for
one another, and of building a brighter fu-
ture that will once again reflect this nation
at its best.

In all this, we must understand that some-
times the task of a great political party is to
face the tide—not just ride with it—and to
turn it again in the direction of our deepest
convictions. We will lose our way—and our
elections—if we abandon our principles and
drift with the shifting politics of the mo-
ment.

Let’s renew our cause as Democrats. Let’s
hold our standard high and advance it proud-
ly. Let’s be who we are, and not pretend to
be something else. And if we do, we will have
a strong and winning case to take to the
American people in this new Congress and in
all the years ahead. The Republican majority
will be a transient one, and Democrats will
be proud to be Democrats again.

f

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Messages from the President of the
United States were communicated to
the Senate by Mr. Thomas, one of his
secretaries.

f

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED

As in executive session the Presiding
Officer laid before the Senate messages
from the President of the United
States submitting a treaty which were
referred to the appropriate Committee
on the Foreign Relations.

(The nominations received today are
printed at the end of the Senate pro-
ceedings.)

f

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS

A message from the President of the
United States announced that he had

signed the following bills and joint res-
olutions on the dates indicated:

February 22, 1994:
S.J. Res. 119. Joint resolution to designate

the month of March 1994 as ‘‘Irish-American
Heritage Month.’’

March 17, 1994:
S. 1789. An act to amend title 23, United

States Code, to permit the use of funds under
the highway bridge replacement and reha-
bilitation program for seismic retrofit of
bridges, and for other purposes.

March 24, 1994:
S.J. Res. 56. Joint resolution to designate

the week beginning April 11, 1994, as ‘‘Na-
tional Public Safety Telecommunications
Week.’’

S.J. Res. 162. Joint resolution designating
March 25, 1994, as ‘‘Greek Independence Day:
A National Day of Celebration of Greek and
American Democracy.’’

S.J. Res. 163. Joint resolution to proclaim
March 20, 1994, as ‘‘National Agriculture
Day.’’

S.J. Res. 171. Joint resolution to designate
March 20 through March 26, 1994, as ‘‘Small
Family Farm Week.’’

March 25, 1994:
S. 1926. An act to amend the Food Stamp

Act of 1977 to modify the requirements relat-
ing to monthly reporting and staggered issu-
ance of coupons for households residing on
Indian reservations, to ensure adequate ac-
cess to retail food stores by food stamp
households, and to maintain the integrity of
the food stamp program, and for other pur-
poses.

April 6, 1994:
S. 1284. An act to amend the Developmen-

tal Disabilities Assistance and Bill of Rights
Act to modify certain provisions relating to
programs for individuals with developmental
disabilities, Federal assistance for priority
area activities for individuals with devel-
opmental disabilities, protection and advo-
cacy of individual rights, university affili-
ated programs, and projects of national sig-
nificance, and for other purposes.

S. 1913. An act to extend certain compli-
ance dates for pesticide safety training and
labeling requirements.

April 11, 1994:
S. 476. An act to reauthorize and amend the

National Fish and Wildlife Foundation Es-
tablishment Act, and for other purposes.

S. 1299. An act to amend section 203 of the
Housing and Community Development
Amendments of 1978 to provide for the dis-
position of multifamily properties owned by
the Secretary of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, to provide for other reforms in pro-
grams administered by the Secretary, and to
make certain technical amendments and for
other purposes.

April 14, 1994:
S. 1206. An act to redesignate the Federal

building at 380 Trapelo Road in Waltham,
Massachusetts, as the ‘‘Frederick C. Murphy
Federal Center.’’

April 28, 1994:
S. 2004. An act to extend until July 1, 1998,

the exemption from ineligibility based on a
high default rate for certain institutions of
higher education.

April 30, 1994:
S. 1636. An act to authorize appropriations

for the Marine Mammal Protection Act of
1972 and to improve the program to reduce
the incidental taking of marine mammals
during the course of commercial fishing op-
erations, and for other purposes.

May 4, 1994:
S. 375. An act to amend the Wild and Sce-

nic Rivers Act by designating a segment of
the Rio Grande in New Mexico as a compo-
nent of the National Wild and Scenic Rivers
System, and for other purposes.

S. 1574. An act to authorize appropriations
for the Coastal Heritage Trail Route in the
State of New Jersey, and for other purposes.

S.J. Res. 143. Joint resolution providing for
the appointment of Frank Anderson Shrontz
as a citizen regent of the Board of Regents of
the Smithsonian Institution.

S.J. Res. 144. Joint resolution providing for
the appointment of Manuel Luis Ibanez as a
citizen regent of the Board of Regents of the
Smithsonian Institution.

S.J. Res. 150. Joint resolution to designate
the week of May 2 through May 8, 1994, as
‘‘Public Service Recognition Week.’’

May 6, 1994:
S. 2005. An act to make certain technical

corrections, and for other purposes.
May 11, 1994:

S. 1930. An act to amend the Consolidated
Farm and Rural Development Act to im-
prove the administration of claims and obli-
gations of the Farmers Home Administra-
tion, and for other purposes.

May 16, 1994:
S.J. Res. 146. Joint resolution designating

May 1, 1994, through May 7, 1994, as ‘‘Na-
tional Walking Week.’’

May 18, 1994:
S. 2000. An act to authorize appropriations

to carry out the Head Start Act, the Commu-
nity Services Block Grant Act, and the Low-
Income Home Energy Assistance Act of 1981,
and for other purposes.

May 19, 1994:
S. 341. An act to provide for a land ex-

change between the Secretary of Agriculture
and Eagle and Pitkin Counties in Colorado,
and for other purposes.

May 25, 1994:
S.J. Res. 168. Joint resolution designating

May 11, 1994, as ‘‘Vietnam Human Rights
Day.’’

May 26, 1994:
S. 636. An act to amend title 18, United

States Code, to assure freedom of access to
reproductive services.

S. 2024. An act to provide temporary
obligational authority for the airport im-
provement program and to provide for cer-
tain airport fees to be maintained at existing
levels for up to 60 days, and for other pur-
poses.

S. 2087. An act to extend the time period
for compliance with the Nutrition Labeling
and Education Act of 1990 for certain prod-
ucts packaged prior to August 8, 1994.

May 31, 1994:
S. 1654. An act to make certain technical

corrections.
S.J. Res. 179. Joint resolution to designate

the week of June 12 through 19, 1994, as ‘‘Na-
tional Men’s Health Week.’’

June 30, 1994:
S. 24. An act to reauthorize the independ-

ent counsel law for an additional 5 years, and
for other purposes.

July 1, 1994:
S. 1904. An act to amend title 38, United

States Code, to improve the organization and
procedures of the Board of Veterans’ Ap-
peals.

July 20, 1994:
S.J. Res. 187. Joint resolution designating

July 16 through July 24, 1994, as ‘‘National
Apollo Anniversary Observance.’’

July 22, 1994:
S. 273. An act to remove certain restric-

tions from a parcel of land owned by the city
of North Charleston, South Carolina, in
order to permit a land exchange, and for
other purposes.

S. 1402. An act to convey a certain parcel
of public land to the County of Twin Falls,
Idaho, for use as a landfill, and for other pur-
poses.

August 1, 1994:
S. 537. An act for the relief of Tania Gil

Compton.
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